l/ 4/69 


Dear P and G,* 

Attached is the 12/30/69 letter from Angel end my today’s response. 

Bud spent the afternoon here, wo get to cover little, 1 again feel overwnelmed 
with what is yet to be done, so I’ve asked for some of what I would hyve preferred 
going for in person. 

V.hile there need be nothing sinister about the deletion in 0 ‘Sullivan’ a 
testimony, I aia perplexed that it was d^ne without indication to tue printers. 
i‘his cen be from an editing of galley proofs. However, tnere hee been no indica- 
tion tnis was done in other cases, hence ray request for an explanation. As a matter 
of fact, what, was deleted was properly deleted. In the p st I have indicated at 
least QO'ne of my Interest in 0’3 to both of you. 1 have just discussed this briefly 
with hel and 1 told O e ry pretty much of the story when lest he was here. I think. 
You will recell v inson assured me these documents were under review tho If st 
year of tue L3J administration. That means this withheld document should have 
been declassified if the reason is personal stuff ebout Perrie, for it then was 
all a matter of public record and ha was dead, without survivors. 

Paul, 1 do not now recall wnetaer any of the list of docs i asked for 

11/22 dr 23, aside from 037:701, was classified. Apparently I got them all. I 

have yet to go over tnem. 1 believe they are all on *Hint l^nd still, with waet 
1 earlier hod, not all on him). 

.nil over again we hove agreed to proceed separately and ’’immediately" 
on t ue £ing/Ray stuff, which is where we were two months ago and is but the last 
tning we discussed two weeks ago, when T asked Bud to estimate when he can have 

those papers ready, ne says now, in on emergency, in two days, "ithout on 

emergency, he wants to research the 28 cases filed (Noder filed the 29th yesterday 
or the dey before, vs Ag., in Balt.) to speak irkx to the lawyers who handled, if 
any qpo locel. If he does this, and if there is any pressure of work in his 
office, a more realistic tine might be two months. 

fie can h?.ve tue microfilm of t ah Texas file. So for os 1 am concerned, 
this cen mean Paul, and when 1 get it I’ll send it to him. Bud is to coll this 
man tomorrow end see when he can expect the printout/ I suggested he assure tue 
perfectionist we know much will be illegible and is beyond his control or in- 
fluencing. He will also brooch the Question of some copies of COUP. In tue a.m. I 
an sending Peul the only copy A have, a printout of thi3 microfilm, in the event 
Garry wants it. Because it is my sole copy, I’d prefer that Garry pay for a xerox 
and we have this under our control. I elso re co mend against making any copies 
for ua from this one because 1 expect a legal-9ize one back and whan I get it I'll 
send it out. That will be much more reedible when reduced by hslf than this. 

If my records are not wrong. Gory may have n copy, if it is the NOR copy, that 
will not substitute. If it is a xerox, it wouldbe good if be sent that to Paul, 
insured for £50.00, immediately, for 1 do need copies and one can then be made 
for him and Mary, etc. Re above this guy has a microfilm of COUP (I). 

Angel doesn’t mention 1^, but they also repleced the bad copy of CE740. 
-here is no doubt that the terrain immediate southwest of the m-nhol« hr s been 
specially treated, as with a rake, washing or both. I’d like a photoanalysis. 

Bud abd I didn’t have time to get into tue Ji’K stuff suit. 


Sincerely, 


